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REMARKS 
Claims 1-36 are pending in this application. 

The title was objected to as being non-descriptive. Without conceding the examiner's 
position, the title has been amended. 

Claim 26 was objected to as being an apparent duplicate of claim 25. Claim 26 has been 
amended. 

Claims 10-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. Claim 10 has been amended to call for "a computer program product, tangibly embodied 
in a machine-readable medium, for executing instructions on a processor, the computer program 
product being operable to cause a machine to . . .". As amended, claim 10 now claims a machine- 
readable medium which is an article of manufacture. 

Applicant has also amended claim 19 to recite that the claimed packet classifier 
comprises a processor including an array of engines. 

Claim 34 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over Thekkath (U.S. 
Patent 6,732,259) in view of TMS (TMS32010 User's Guide). 

Claim 34 recites "an instruction set including an instruction having a syntax that specifies 
a logical operation on a condition code determined by executing the instruction and on another 
condition code determined from a previously executed instruction." 

The examiner acknowledges that Tekkath does not disclose "the logical operation and 
condition setting within the same instruction." (Office Action para. 8). 

The examiner contends that TMS discloses the technique of combining two instructions 
into a single clock cycle and points specifically to the LTA mnemonic on page 3-7 of TMS for 
such disclosure. In TMS, the LTA mnemonic is described as combining "LT and APAC into one 
instruction," where "LT" involves loading a T register, and "APAC" involves adding a P register 
to an accumulator. Even if TMS describes combining two actions (e.g., loading a T register and 
adding a P register to an accumulator) into a single instruction that may be executed in a single 
clock cycle, TMS fails to disclose an instruction set including an instruction that specifies "a 
condition code determined by executing the instruction" and "a logical operation on [that] 
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condition code ... and on another condition code" as recited in claim 34. Executing multiple 
unrelated actions using a single instruction in a single clock cycle does not teach or suggest 
determining a condition code and performing a logical operation on that condition code and 
another condition code within the same clock cycle. TMS does not disclose or would not have 
made obvious "an instruction set including an instruction having a syntax that specifies a logical 
operation on a condition code determined by executing the instruction" as recited in claim 34. 
Claim 34 is patentable for at least this reason. 

Claims 1, 10, 19, 28, and 31 contain similar limitations as claim 34 and are patentable for 
at least the same reasons. 

All dependent claims are patentable for at least the same reasons as the claims on which 
they depend. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, the entire application is believed to be 
in condition for allowance, and such action is respectfully requested. 

It is believed that all of the pending claims have been addressed. However, the absence 
of a reply to a specific rejection, issue or comment does not signify agreement with or 
concession of that rejection, issue or comment. In addition, because the arguments made above 
may not be exhaustive, there may be reasons for patentability of any or all pending claims (or 
other claims) that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing in this paper should be construed as 
an intent to concede any issue with regard to any claim, except as specifically stated in this 
paper, and the amendment of any claim does not necessarily signify concession of 
unpatentability of the claim prior to its amendment. 

Enclosed is a $120.00 check for the Petition for Extension of Time fee. Please apply any 
other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 
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